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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1 -1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Regarding claim 1 , the limitations of "their respective outlets" in lines 5-6 and of 
"the memory" in line 16 lack antecedent basis in the claim. 

4. Further regarding claim 1, the claim is framed as a method. However, it is 
unclear if any active steps of a method or process are actually set forth by the claim. 
Clarification of the nature of the method is required. 

5. Regarding claim 2, the antecedent basis of "at least one control order," is 
unclear. In particular, it is not clear whether this is synonymous with or separate from 
the control order recited in line 19 of claim 1 . Similarly, it is unclear how the recitations 
of "a compressor" and "one or several compressors" through the rest of the claim relate 
to the two or more compressors recited by claim 1 . Finally, the limitation of "the 
rotational speed" lacks antecedent basis in the claim. 

6. Regarding claim 3, the claim appears to be drafted in reverse from the 
specification, i.e. page 10 lines 8-14. In particular, the claim appears to require the 
control system to move the pressure away from the setpoint, rather than toward it. 
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7. Regarding claim 4, the limitation of "the most favourable control order" lacks 
antecedent basis in the claim. Further, the meaning of the following clause "of the 
scores," is unclear, as it seems from the original recitation that the scores are attributes 
of the control orders rather than the other way around. Finally, the use of "concerned" 
in the last line of the claim does not appear to describe any functional relationship 
between the control order and a score. The examiner is effectively interpreting this 
limitation as "having," in place of "concerned with." 

8. Regarding claims 7 and 8, the limitations of "the supplied flow," "the required 
flow," and "the hypothetically supplied flow" in these claims lack antecedent basis. 

9. Regarding claim 12, the recitation of "a compressed air installation" in line 1 
constitutes a second positive recitation of that limitation. Similarly, "a pressure sensor" 
and "an evaluation table" have already been recited by claim 1 . 

10. Regarding claim 13, the following limitations have previously been recited by 
claim 1 : "a single compressed air network," "one or several control units", "a pressure 
sensor," and "a control box." Clarification of the antecedent basis or lack thereof of 
these limitations is required. 

1 1 . Further regarding claim 13, the claim recites "comprising one or more 
compressors." This is indefinite in several respects. First, it causes disagreement with 
the later plural usage of "compressors," "outlets," and "each compressor." Second, it 
contradicts the scope of claim 1 , which claims two or more electrical compressors. As 
such, claim 13 contains a broader range (1 to infinity) than claim 1 (2 to infinity), which 
is impermissible in a dependent claim. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

12. Claims 1 -1 3 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

1 3. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: the evaluation table containing various control order scores is not shown in the 
prior art of record. 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments, see page 7, filed 11/17/2009, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-4 have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, 
the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new 
ground(s) of rejection is made under 35 U.S.C. 112. 

Conclusion 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. US Patent 7,600,981 to Lau teaches a system of adjusting the 
output of multiple rotary compressors. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Philip Stimpert whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1890. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 7:30AM-4:00PM, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Devon Kramer can be reached on (571) 272-71 18. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Charles G Freay/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3746 

IP. S.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 3746 
26 February 2010 



